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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The claims have been amended as set forth above. Claims 93-94, 102-103 and 1 1 1-112 
are cancelled. Applicants respectfully reserve the right to pursue the subject matter of any of the 
cancelled claims in any forthcoming continuation application(s). Reconsideration of the claims 
is respectfully requested. 

I. Examiner Interview Dated October 7, 2009 

An interview was held on October 7, 2009. It was indicated that an updated search would 
need to be conducted. Applicants, however, believe that the remaining issues associated with the 
application have been addressed. During the interview, applicants were requested to indicate the 
meaning of the term "type" as used in the claims. Applicants stated that the term "type" is 
synonymous with the term "kind". Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

II. Objection to the Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for certain 
features recited in the claims. The claims have been amended as set forth above. Applicants 
assert that the objection has been overcome. 

III. Objections to the Claims 

Claims 93, 94, 102, 103, 1 1 1, and 1 12 are objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75(c), as being 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of the previous claim. As 
indicated above claims 93, 94, 102, 103, 11 1, and 1 12 are cancelled. The cancellation of the 
aforementioned claims is not a concession as to the stated rejection. Applicants disagree with the 
rejection, and respectfully reserve the right to pursue the subject matter of any of the cancelled 
claims in any forthcoming continuation application(s). 

IV. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 112, First Paragraph 

Claims 1 and 89-1 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The Office Action states that the feature 
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"determine which of the first encrypted software license and the second encrypted software 
license includes a broader license and to determine which of the first encrypted software license 
and the second encrypted software license includes a narrower license" was not present in the 
original disclosure. The claims have been amended as set forth above to further clarify the 
features of the claims. Support for the clarification can be found, for example, in the 
specification at page 17, lines 14-23. 

V. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 112. Second Paragraph 

Claims 1 and 89-1 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicants regard as the invention. The Office Action indicates that the term "application type" 
is indefinite because - to one of ordinary skill in the art - the metes and bounds of the phrase 
cannot be reasonably determined. As indicated above, the term "application" and "application 
type" have been amended to recite "software product" and "software product type", respectively. 
The specification recites the software product and software product type throughout. For 
example, page 8, lines 1-25, recites several examples for determining the type of software 
product. 

Claims 1, 97, and 106 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicants regard as the invention. The Office Action indicates that the term "broader licensee" 
and "narrower license" are indefinite because - to one of ordinary skill in the art - the metes and 
bounds of the phrase cannot be reasonably determined. The claims have been amended as set 
forth above to further clarify the features of the claims. Support for the clarification can be 
found, for example, in the specification at page 17, lines 14-23. 

V. Request for Reconsideration 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, all pending claims are believed to be 
allowable and the application is in condition for allowance. Therefore, a Notice of Allowance is 
respectfully requested. Should the Examiner have any further issues regarding this application, 
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the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned attorney for the applicants at the telephone 
number provided below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



MERCHANT & GOULD P.C. 




RYAN T. GRACE 
Registration No. 52,956 
Direct Dial: 402.344.3000 



MERCHANT & GOULD P C. 
P. O. Box 2903 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
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